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Abstract
Background: The domestic dengue vector Aedes aegypti mosquitoes breed in indoor containers. However, in northern
peninsular Malaysia, they show equal preference for breeding in both indoor and outdoor habitats. To evaluate the
epidemiological implications of this peridomestic adaptation, we examined whether Ae. aegypti exhibits decreased survival,
gonotrophic activity, and fecundity due to lack of host availability and the changing breeding behavior.
Methodology/Principal Findings: This yearlong field surveillance identified Ae. aegypti breeding in outdoor containers on
an enormous scale. Through a sequence of experiments incorporating outdoors and indoors adapting as well as adapted
populations, we observed that indoors provided better environment for the survival of Ae. aegypti and the observed death
patterns could be explained on the basis of a difference in body size. The duration of gonotrophic period was much shorter
in large-bodied females. Fecundity tended to be greater in indoor acclimated females. We also found increased
tendency to multiple feeding in outdoors adapted females, which were smaller in size compared to their outdoors breeding
counterparts.
Conclusion/Significance: The data presented here suggest that acclimatization of Ae. aegypti to the outdoor environment
may not decrease its lifespan or gonotrophic activity but rather increase breeding opportunities (increased number of
discarded containers outdoors), the rate of larval development, but small body sizes at emergence. Size is likely to be
correlated with disease transmission. In general, small size in Aedes females will favor increased blood-feeding frequency
resulting in higher population sizes and disease occurrence.
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Introduction
Aedes aegypti is a common domestic vector mosquito, which lives
in close association with and shows a preference for feeding
on humans, even when other hosts are available [1,2,3]. It is
considered one of the world’s most important mosquito vector
species because of its high degree of susceptibility to virus infection
[4] and is an efficient epidemic vector of several human diseases,
including dengue fever, Chikungunya, and yellow fever [5,6]. Ae.
aegypti is a complex species with a combination of sylvan and
domestic forms [7,8]. The latter form originated in North Africa
from the South African sylvan form during the expansion of the
Sahara Desert [9]. This domestic form was transported to the rest
of the world through trade and shipping during the 15th–19th
centuries. This form has maintained its domesticity up to 83% in
East Africa [10]. Moreover, this is a common domestic mosquito
in tropical and subtropical countries [11]. However, in a yearlong
survey in the Northern peninsula of Malaysia performed in 2009,
more than half of the immature Ae. aegypti were collected from
outdoor containers. Many of those containers were away from
human dwellings, e.g., near roadside food stalls. The acquisition of
this outdoor breeding or peridomestic adaptation together with
indoor breeding behavior can potentially increase the biting
activity of this vector species both indoors and outdoors, which
may have important implications for disease transmission. Despite
its epidemiological importance, there have been no previous
studies regarding this issue in relation to the dengue vector Ae.
aegypti.
The number of gonotrophic cycles (GCs) of a vector is an
indicator of its survivorship, the biting frequency as it bites at least
once in a single GC [12], and fecundity [13]. These are also the
primary components of the epidemiology of dengue. Fecundity is
dependent on reproductive success, which is closely related to
body size. Several studies have established a relationship between
mosquito size and fecundity in that large females have higher
fecundity rates than smaller individuals [14,15]. The later
individuals have been reported to be frequent biters [2], and the
biting rate of a vector population is a major indicator of parasite
and pathogen transmission [16]. The mosquito’s habit of taking
more than one blood meal per GC [3,17,18] can markedly
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mosquitoes that survive for long periods and complete more GCs
can become more efficient vectors. Any changes in this cycle may
alter factors that determine the incidence of disease. Under- or
overestimation of the numbers of GCs can lead to incorrect
conclusions regarding the population dynamics and vectorial
capacity. These biological and physiological parameters of a
vector, the key regulator of disease epidemics, are influenced by
the environmental conditions and can differ between geographical
areas [20,21].
Female Ae. aegypti shows a preference for laying their eggs in
domestic containers, but may also use rainwater-accumulating
containers present in the immediate peridomestic environments
[22,23]. Evidence has been produced which demonstrates that this
mosquito species exhibits variable levels of domesticity. A striking
example of this is the work from Trpis and Hausermann [10] where
they clearly found the existence of differential domesticity: three
behaviourally distinct populations of Ae. aegypti: domestic, perido-
mestic and feral. In situations similar to those observed by Trpis and
Hausermann [10], we have collected immatures of Ae. aegypti from
containers near house entrance, in backyard, veranda and even
from the flushing tank of a toilet close to a dining room in Malaysia.
In this country, the outdoor adaptation of the principal dengue
vector, Ae. aegypti, has raised questions regarding whether the
gonotrophic activity (GA), fecundity, and fitness of this mosquito
are similar to those of indoor adapted forms, as they grow in
relatively challenging environments, such as small containers with
scarcity of food and water and higher temperatures. The indoor
mosquitoes grow in a better larval habitat with greater availability
of food in large water storage containers and the adults have ready
access to human blood meals. Here, we examined these
parameters among three groups of Ae. aegypti, i.e., wild strain of
female mosquitoes originating from outdoor (FWMs) and indoor
(d0FWMs) containers from Gelugor, Jelutong, and Air Itam,
Malaysia, and the domestic 5
th generation daughters (d5FWMs)
from d0FWMs. The latest group was used to check the
adaptability and fitness of d0FWMs. In the laboratory, d0FWMs
were reared with nutritious food and adults were given sufficient
blood feeding from restrained mice to obtain d5FWMs. Under
similar conditions, GA and fecundity were reported previously to
vary widely in Aedes albopictus [24]. However, these parameters may
not show significant variation in Ae. aegypti as this vector has
already become adapted to the indoor environment.
Materials and Methods
Occurrence of Ae. aegypti larvae in outdoor containers
A yearlong larval survey of Aedes mosquitoes was carried out
from February 2009 to February 2010 in nine residential areas
(townships and villages) on Penang Island, Malaysia, located
between latitudes 5u89N and 5u359N and longitudes 100u89E and
100u329E [25] (Figure 1). The survey areas are low-lying, mostly
Figure 1. Locations of Aedes survey areas on Penang Island, Malaysia.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g001
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hills to the northwest. Immature mosquitoes were collected from
the indoor and outdoor containers of the households.
Ethical issues
This study was carried out in accordance with the principles of
the Declaration of Helsinki. The study was approved by the
Biological Research Ethics Committee at Universiti Sains
Malaysia. The Penang Island City Council approved visiting
and the collection of field samples from the homes of city dwellers,
and all other necessary permits were obtained for the field studies
described in this report.
Colonization of Ae. aegypti
Adult mosquitoes were reared from field-collected pupae. Three
separate colonies were maintained from wild pupae collected from
miscellaneous outdoor containers (a key outdoor breeding
environment), wild indoor pupae collected from indoor drums (a
key indoor breeding environment), and laboratory-reared 5
th
generation mosquitoes in the insectarium at the School of
Biological Sciences, Universiti Sains Malaysia, Penang. Larvae
were reared routinely on a diet of dried yeast. Adults were fed 10%
glucose solution and females were allowed blood meals at two days
old on restrained mice. The mosquitoes were colonized under
laboratory conditions at a room temperature of 29uC63uC and
relative humidity of 75%610% (photoperiod 13:10 h, 1-h dusk).
Bioassays
Bioassays were performed using female mosquitoes derived
from wild outdoor mosquitoes (FWMs), females derived from wild
indoor mosquitoes (d0FWMs), and females derived from d0FWMs
after five generations (d5FWMs) under laboratory conditions.
The oviposition sites for egg deposition in all bioassays consisted
of disposable plastic cups (9611.5 cm) containing 30 mL of tap
water and lined with filter papers (#1, WhatmanH; Whatman
International, Maidstone, UK) as an oviposition substrate. The
mosquitoes were given a 10% glucose solution with wads of cotton
placed at the top of the cage. The experimental females were given
an opportunity to mate prior to every new GC from a rearing cage
containing 100 males derived from field-collected pupae.
Experiments
Oviposition responses. The oviposition responses of wild
Ae. aegypti derived from indoor containers inhabited pupae in
relation to blood feeding time were examined in laboratory
experiments performed as described previously [24]. The FWMs
were fed with 10% glucose solution for two days. Then, a batch of
50 two-day-old females at 09:00 h and another similar batch at
17:00 h were blood-fed on restrained mice. The gravid individuals
were placed in individual oviposition cages holding oviposition
cups. Egg deposition was checked two days after blood feeding at
five time points during the day (09:00, 11:30, 17:00, 20:30, and
23:30). The oviposition cups with eggs were removed and replaced
with new cups at each check, and the eggs were counted.
Gonotrophic activity and fecundity. This experiment was
performed to determine the effects of peridomestication on the
number of GCs of outdoor vs. indoor Ae. aegypti in their lifetimes.
Batches of 100 fully blood-fed FWMs, d0FWMs, and d5FWMs
were used in the experiment. The gravid females were placed
singly in individual oviposition cups holding a 10% glucose
solution. They were repeatedly given access to mating and blood
re-feeding in each GC until death. The oviposition substrates were
replaced in the oviposition cups in each GC to check whether the
generation rank affected the number of egg production times and
lifetime fecundity. The wing lengths of all dead test mosquitoes
were measured to estimate their body sizes as this parameter was
suggested to affect the number of eggs produced.
Observation of multiple feeding in Ae. Aegypti. Batches
of 50 randomly selected FWMs and d0FWMs were given the
opportunity to take blood meals one each alternate day. They
were released individually into the rearing cage holding restrained
mice for 20 min, and then both, fed and unfed mosquitoes were
returned to the individual oviposition cages for egg laying.
Data collection and analysis. Positive Containers (PC) were
those found in the field with mosquito larvae. The Container
Index (CI) was calculated as the percentage of water-holding
containers with immature Aedes larvae. Outdoors areas were
considered as those outside houses, except forest, in this study.
These locations included city and village roads, the areas around
shops and gardens, etc. Immature stages of field-collected Aedes
mosquitoes from outdoor and indoor containers were identified
according to appropriate taxonomic keys [26]. Females in all
bioassays were allowed blood meals for one day and digestion
followed by laying eggs for 96 h. Blood feeding was scored based
on distention of the abdomen. Number of GCs for each
experimental female (FWMs, d0FWMs, and d5FWMs) and the
number of eggs deposited were recorded to score the fecundity as
described previously [24]. A GC was considered as the time
between ingestion of blood and commencement of oviposition as
described previously [27]. At the end of the oviposition period in
each GC of FWMs, d0FWMs and d5FWMs, the oviposited eggs
were counted by examining filter papers under a dissecting
microscope (Meiji EMZ; Meiji Techno Co. Ltd, Tokyo, Japan).
The percentage of surviving females was calculated from the
surviving individual and the initial number of females, tested in
each GC trial. The oviposition rate was determined as the
percentage of females started to lay their eggs in every hour from
the initial total number of females. The wing length was measured
from the axillary incision to the apical margin excluding the fringe
scales under a light microscope (Olympus CX41; Olympus,
Tokyo, Japan) [28]. Mosquitoes with wing lengths of 2.9–3.7 mm
and 1.7–2.8 mm were considered large and small, respectively.
Differences in number of GCs, fecundity, and body size among
FWMs, d0FWMs, and d5FWMs were examined for statistical
significance by analysis of variance (ANOVA) performed with the
statistical software package SPSS 15.1 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL).
Tukey’s test was applied to separate the means in the fecundity
trial. Survival rates were compared based on differences in
percentages calculated by descriptive statistics. Oviposition
activities of two groups of mosquitoes fed at two different times,
number of GCs completed by three different groups of
mosquitoes, GC lengths, fecundity, body size, and multiple
feeding tendencies were compared by ANOVA. More than one
blood meal in a GC was considered multiple feeding. In all
analyses, P,0.05 was taken to indicate statistical significance.
Results
Survey of Ae. aegypti outside houses
Six of nine residential areas surveyed were infested with Ae.
aegypti, and the maximum numbers of positive containers were
found outdoors (Table 1). The main outdoor breeding sites of Ae.
aegypti were miscellaneous containers, including some medium- to
large-sized containers, where immature stages were found singly or
admixed with Ae. albopictus. They were found in almost every
month suggesting that oviposition events occur throughout the
year. The heterogeneity of larval developmental stages and their
Aedes Breeding in Penang
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habitats (Table 2).
Oviposition activity of Ae. aegypti
Figure 2 shows the oviposition responses of Ae. aegypti FWMs.
Females that took a blood meal in the early morning (09:00,
Figure 2A) and in the late afternoon (17:00, Figure 2B) showed
only one wide peak of oviposition activity in the afternoon
(15:00–19:00). There was no significant difference in egg laying
behavior between the two groups of mosquitoes (F=0.00, df=1,
P=1.000). The maximum number of mosquitoes started to lay
eggs between 16:30 and 18:00. In both cases, this activity was low
in the evening and absent during the night. Both small- and large-
sized mosquitoes started to lay eggs in the afternoon. Small
mosquitoes completed egg laying within two to three hours, while
larger mosquitoes did not complete egg laying before sunset and
started again the following morning, completing the activity
before noon.
Survival and gonotrophic activity period
The survival rates of all three groups of test mosquitoes
decreased from first to last GC. This survival pattern varied with
female generation. Only one individual from the FWMs survived
and achieved an eighth GC, while more than 50% died at the
fourth GC. In d0FWMs, about 50% of the females died at the
fourth GC. Neither of the only two d0FWMs that completed an
eighth GC showed subsequent survival. More than 50% of females
examined from d5FWMs survived and attained a fourth GC.
About 10% of d5FWMs survived and reproduced an eighth time.
Among these, one individual reproduced a tenth time. Overall,
Table 1. Availabilities of indoor and outdoor Aedes breeding containers in the study areas.
Area No Area Name Indoor container Outdoor container
No of PCs CI Container types* No of PCs CI Container types*
1 Jelutong 16 25 D, CT, B, EPC, EP C 42 28.6 B, EP, AP, EP, PlC, PS, EPCC, S, Db, DC
2 Gelugor 3 13.6 D, W, B, EPC 55 36.2 B, PlC, PS, TP, Tyres, D, PB, Mug, EPC, PS
3 SD and BU 7 15.6 D, CT, B, EPC, EP 54 32.3 PlC, DC, TP, Tr, Ht, B, EPC, Tyres, FV, PB, PS, D
4 Air Itam 8 32 CT, B, AG 101 45.7 EPC, EPCC, PlC, TP,
5&6 Batu Maung 10 17 D, CT, EP, EPC 115 44 DC, CP; EPC, EPCC, PS, D
*SD=Sungai Dua; BU=Batu Uban; PC=Positive container; CI=Container index AG=Ant guards; AP=Artificial ponds; B=Buckets; C=Ceramics; CP=Car parts;
CT=Cement tanks; Db=Dustbins; D=Drums; DC=Drum covers; EP=Earthen pots; EPC=Empty paint cans; EPPC=Empty paint can covers; FV=Flower vases;
Ht=Helmets; PB=Plastic bowls; PlC=Plastic containers; PS=Plastic sheets; S=Shoes; TP=Tin pots; Tr=Trays; W=Wells.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.t001
Table 2. Characteristics of Ae. aegypti collected from outdoor/peridomestic containers throughout Penang Island in 2009.
Month Location* Container types** First Second Third Fourth Pupae Species
12/3/2009 Kg. Batu Uban PlC, DC, TP, Tr, Ht, Ti 220 320 229 291 109 Mixed
12/4/2009 Gelugor B, PlC, PS, TP, Ti 224 202 76 199 8 Mixed
18/4/2009 Kg.Seronok DC 20 33 10 10 2 Ae. aegypti
26/4/2009 Jelutong B, EP, AP 124 212 208 514 40 Mixed
5/5/2009 Kg. Melayu, AI EPC 10 25 15 0 0 Ae. aegypti
13/5/2009 Sg. Dua B, PlC, EPC, Ti 100 150 70 115 15 Ae. aegypti
5/6/2009 Jelutong B, EP, PlC, PS, EPCC, S, Db 125 248 1283 495 10 Mixed
23/6/2009 Kg.Seronok CP 10 30 6 5 1 Ae. aegypti
15/7/2009 Kg. Batu Maung EPC 95 140 50 45 38 Mixed
12/8/2009 Gelugor D, PB, M, B 130 176 78 100 13 Ae. aegypti
12/9/2009 Kg. Batu Uban FV, PB, DC, PS 240 143 90 143 5 Ae. aegypti
19/9/2009 Kg. Seronok EPC 50 80 70 150 20 Mixed
11/10/2009 Gelugor EPC, PS 50 50 37 60 20 Ae. aegypti
15/10/2009 Jelutong PlC, DC 40 15 33 50 4 Ae. aegypti
10/11/2009 Kg. Batu Uban FV, Ti, B, D 395 770 630 806 100 Mixed
17/11/2009 Kg. Melayu, AI EPC, EPCC 20 65 63 58 1 Ae. aegypti
22/11/2009 Kg. Batu Maung PS, D, EPC 70 160 320 544 110 Mixed
8/12/2009 Jelutong B, EPCC 0 12 19 17 3 Ae. aegypti
*Sg.=Sungai; Kg.=Kampung; AI=Air Itam; Mixed=immature stages of both Ae. aegypti and Ae. albopictus were found in the same container.
**AP=Artificial ponds; B=Buckets; Db=Dustbins; D=Drums; DC=Drum covers; EP=Earthen pots; EPC=Empty paint cans; EPPC=Empty paint can covers; FV=Flower
vases; Ht=Helmets; M=Mugs; PB=Plastic bowls; PlC=Plastic containers; PS=Plastic sheets; S=Shoes; Ti=Tires; TP=Tin pots; Tr=Trays.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.t002
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among FWMs and d0FWMs (Figure 3).
Gonotrophic activity
The number of GCs did not vary significantly among the
different generations of Ae. aegypti (F=0.26, df=2, P=0.78). The
numbers of GCs ranged from 1 to 8 in FWMs, d0FWMs and from
1t o1 0i nd5FWMs. The mean number of GCs indicated
equivalent fitness of both indoor and outdoor females to reproduce
their generation (Figure 4).
Length of gonotrophic cycle
The length of the GC varied significantly between large and
small mosquitoes (F1,658=155.08, P,0.001). The mean GC
lengths were 2.4960.026 and 2.9660.027 d (range 1.9–4 d) for
large and small mosquitoes, respectively. Smaller mosquitoes
took a longer time to complete their gonotrophic activity than
larger mosquitoes (Figure 5A, Table 3). The GCs of FWMs
were significantly longer than those of d0FWMs (F=27.71,
df=1, P,0.001) (Figure 5B, Table 3) due to their smaller body
size.
Figure 2. Oviposition responses of FWM Ae. aegypti offered blood meals at 09:00 (A) and 17:00 (B).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g002
Figure 3. Percentages of surviving FWM, d0FWM, and d5FWM Ae. aegypti and their gonotrophic activity periods.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g003
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Figure 6 shows the batch size of eggs deposited by different
generations of test mosquitoes. Egg batches of similar sizes were
produced by d0FWMs and d5FWMs (P=0.93), while FWMs
produced the smallest egg batches (F=55.51, df=2, P,0.001).
Figure 7 shows the egg deposition patterns in FWMs, d0FWMs,
and d5FWMs of Ae. aegypti. In FWMs, the level of egg production
was significantly lower than those of d0FWM and d5FWM
generations except for the fifth GC. However, there were no
significant differences in egg production between d0FWM and
d5FWM generations during the first four GCs. The overall
significance levels were as follows for the first (F=7.05, df=2,
P=0.001), second (F=3.85, df=2, P=0.02), third (F=5.35,
df=2, P=0.005), fourth (F=4.86, df=2, P=0.009), and fifth
GCs (F=3.87, df=2, P=0.025).
Egg production tended to decrease as the rank of GC
progressed in all generations of females. The first GC in different
generations resulted in production of the greatest numbers of eggs;
the batch sizes were more than twice as large as those of the fifth
GC (Figure 7). The mean numbers of eggs deposited in different
GCs were significantly reduced toward the last GC as follows
(F=31.065, df=4, P,0.001), (F=42.557, df=4, P,0.001) and
(F=62.87, df=4, P,0.001) for FWMs, d0FWMs, and d5FWMs,
respectively, excluding between second and third GC for d0FWMs
(P=0.27) and the fourth and fifth GCs for FWMs (P=0.768) and
d5FWMs, (P=0.121) (Table 4). Of the mosquitoes, those that
completed up to six GCs laid about 72% of their eggs in the first
three cycles.
Body size
The mean wing lengths were 2.4760.04, 2.7260.06, and
2.8060.04 mm in FWMs, d0FWMs, and d5FWMs, respectively.
The FWMs were significantly smaller than those in the other two
groups (P,0.001) but there was no significant difference in mean
wing length between d0FWMs and d5FWMs (Figure 8).
Multiple feeding tendency
The test mosquitoes showed multiple blood-feeding tendencies
until the death. This trend was significantly higher in the FWMs
than d0FWMs (F=5.87, df=1, P=0.020). The number of
multiple feeding mosquitoes decreased with progression of GCs
as the total number of mosquitoes declined (Figure 9).
Discussion
In this study, we noted more than half of the Ae. aegypti breeding
containers were outdoors in many areas of Penang Island,
Malaysia. The containers were found both immediately surround-
ing human dwellings and far away from houses. Most were small-
to medium-sized rain-filled discarded containers, rather than the
more common water containers mainly from indoor habitats
Figure 4. Numbers of gonotrophic cycles (means±SD) of FWM,
d0FWM, and d5FWM Ae. aegypti. Bars labeled with the same letter
are not significantly different (P,0.05).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g004
Figure 5. Gonotrophic cycle lengths (means±SD) (A) of large and small Ae. aegypti. (B) FWMs and d0FWMs. Bars labeled with the same
letter are not significantly different (P,0.05).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g005
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breeding containers and their numbers were much greater than
those in previous studies performed in this area [32,33,34].
Moreover, the persistence of heterogeneous immature populations
with most developmental stages in small- to medium-sized outdoor
containers over a long period suggests that this mosquito has
adapted to the outdoor environment. However, there have been
no studies regarding the epidemiological and physiological
significance of these observations. Here, the gonotrophic perfor-
mance of wild Ae. aegypti collected from indoor and outdoor
locations was studied with regard to the crucial interactions
between biting activity and fecundity [35,36].
The egg-laying performance of FWMs and d0FWMs was
checked under laboratory conditions. Oviposition trials indicated
that all generations laid eggs in the laboratory showing a large
peak in the afternoon with no correlation with blood feeding time,
and the observations were consistent with the natural oviposition
behavior of this mosquito species [37,38,39,40]. Gonotrophic
activity and fecundity of FWMs and d0FWMs were compared with
the highly domesticated d5FWMs to evaluate the level of
domesticity. The latter two groups (d0FWMs and d5FWMs)
showed similar behavior in all experiments, which indicated their
similar status in domesticity.
The results of the long-term laboratory study with regard to the
number of GCs— a vital indicator of lifespan and vector
capacity—indicated that FWMs have maintained their fitness
although their fecundity and body size were reduced compared to
the other two groups of mosquitoes. Body size and fecundity are
dependent on various intrinsic and extrinsic factors that vary
between different environments, and natural populations of Ae.
aegypti are heavily influenced by habitat conditions. The availabil-
ity of larval food is one of the most important factors dictating
immature mosquito body size [41]. Outdoor containers are
smaller in size than the common indoor containers, with a limited
food supply and larger numbers of immature mosquitoes within a
competitive environment [42,43]. The faster growth due to higher
temperatures [44] may not allow enough time to accumulate
sufficient energy, or the shift from a simple to a complex wild
environment where some extra energy is required to search for
shelter and a suitable breeding place may result in physiological
changes causing a reduction in body size.
Fecundity is positively correlated with mosquito body size
[24]—larger mosquitoes produce more eggs than smaller ones,
and those in the field tend to become small, which is also a
common observation for field adults of Ae. aegypti [45,46].
However, Ae. aegypti also breed in large containers outdoors, such
as water storage drums and large buckets, which are commonly
seen in this region [47,48,49] as well as in the present study areas,
where food is available and water is more persistent and these
environmental factors may result in production of mosquito
generations with large body size. The fecundity of these
mosquitoes may be similar to those of d0FWMs and d5FWMs.
On the other hand, comparatively small- to medium-sized
mosquitoes with lower fecundity can also play a role in the
transmission of viruses in an ideal environment like the present
study areas. Furthermore, the higher outdoor temperature
accelerates gonotrophic activity and development of immature
Table 4. Statistical analysis (ANOVA) of variations in fecundity
and body size among different generations of Ae. Aegypti.
df F-ratio P
FWMs 4 42.56 0.000
d0FWMs 4 31.07 0.000
d5FWMs 4 62.87 0.000
Body size 2 13.11 0.000
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.t004
Table 3. Statistical analysis (ANOVA) of variations in
gonotrophic length between A) large and small Ae. aegypti
mosquitoes, B) Outdoor and indoor Ae. aegypti mosquitoes.
Mosquito Type df SS MS F P
A Large 1 36.68 36.68 155.08 0.000
Small 658 155.65 0.24
Total 659 192.33
B FWMs 1 6.660 6.66 27.71 0.000
d0FWMs 544 130.74 0.24
Total 545 137.40
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.t003
Figure 6. Egg batch size (means±SD) of different types of Ae.
aegypti. Bars labeled with the same letter are not significantly different
(P,0.05).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g006
Figure 7. Numbers of eggs (means±SE) laid by different types
of Ae. aegypti. Bars labeled with the same letter are not significantly
different (P,0.05).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g007
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temperature of 25uC–30uC [50], which is extended to ,10 days
at 20uC [51]. The combined larval and pupal development takes
,6 days at 30uC, which increases to 9 days at 25uC, 11 days at
20uC, 20 days at 15uC, and 23 days at 14uC [52,53]. As larval
development is highly temperature-dependent [54,55,56], mos-
quitoes prefer to lay their eggs in warm water in sun-exposed
containers than in shaded containers to support more generations
over a given period [57]. Moreover, more rapidly developing
immature mosquitoes have less exposure to chemicals, parasites,
and predators, as well as reduced risks of desiccation [58]. In
addition, higher temperature [59,60] results in a faster GC [61],
thus allowing the mosquitoes to complete more cycles within a
short lifespan. Warmer temperatures shorten the extrinsic
incubation period (EIP) of viruses, which can increase the rate of
dengue transmission [62,63].
Small mosquitoes feed frequently to compensate for their
nutritional lack as well as to produce eggs as females convert about
20% of the ingested blood meal into egg constituents [42]. Smaller
females require larger blood meals than larger females for egg
production and development [64], which they cannot consume at
a single feed as their meal sizes are smaller (1.6–2.5 mL) than those
of larger females (2.6–3.5 mL) [65,4], and therefore they show a
higher frequency of biting. These mosquitoes may require more
frequent meals to survive in the comparatively complex outdoor
environment [66,39,67,40]. In addition, Ae. aegypti generally takes
more than one blood meal during a GC [1,18], and the smaller
females engage in multiple feeding more often than the larger ones
[45]. This tendency may increase among the natural outdoor small
mosquitoes, which we found in the present study, where the
smaller FWMs took multiple blood meals more often than
d0FWMs. This multiple feeding behavior increases their contact
with human hosts, increasing the opportunities for virus
transmission [19,2,68,69,70].
The current study was carried out basically to systematically
document the changing breeding ecology of Ae. aegypti, identify the
reproductive consequences and forecast the potential epidemio-
logical implications. The study has shown increased outdoor
breeding of the mosquito species—the vast majority of immature
stage populations were collected from miscellaneous containers
located far from homes. Both the larval and pupal stages were
present in quite high numbers throughout the survey period. Our
results highlight the adaptive capacity of Ae. aegypti and essentially
evidences the acquirement of an increased outdoor breeding
behavior by this principal mosquito vector of dengue viruses. Even
though we did not assess the causes of this breeding shift from
indoors to outdoors, it could be the consequences of the
acquisition of indoor-breeding behavior by the closely related,
ecologically similar species, Ae. Albopictus [24]. It is possible that the
outdoor breeding observed represented a strategy to avoid
competition with Ae. albopictus, known to have a competitive
advantage over a number of other mosquito species including the
one studied here [71]. Breeding outdoors may increase population
density simply because some socio-economic human behaviors
may provide increased breeding opportunities. Due to socio-
cultural heritage, Penang people spent most of their daytime
outside homes, taking their meals at the many canteens,
restaurants, and roadside food stalls [72,73]. Evidence exists that
being outdoors during daytime increases exposure to bites and
thus the risk of dengue infection [74]. These societal behaviors
trigger also increased number of containers being discarded
around public places. Ae. aegypti breeds primarily in man-made
containers, but also any items that can collect rainwater [75]. With
the equatorial climate of Penang, which is characterized by a high
rainfall [25], the dengue vector is predicted to have increased
breeding opportunities outdoors and some levels of population
density maintenance, thereby potentially keeping up transmission
risks.
Acknowledgments
We thank the team of the School of Biological Sciences, including drivers,
for their assistance in the field survey, and the inhabitants of the areas
where the survey was carried out.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: RGMS AAH HD TS.
Performed the experiments: RGMS HD AH. Analyzed the data: RGMS
HD MCS FM AH TS. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools:
RGMS AAH MCS FM AH TS. Wrote the paper: RGMS AAH HD MCS
FM TS.
Figure 8. Wing lengths (mean±SD) of different types of Ae.
aegypti. Bars labeled with the same letter are not significantly different
(P,0.05).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g008
Figure 9. Multiple feeding ratios of d0FWM and d5FWM Ae.
aegypti mosquitoes.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0030919.g009
Aedes Breeding in Penang
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 8 February 2012 | Volume 7 | Issue 2 | e30919References
1. Scott TW, Chow E, Strickman D, Kittayapong P, Wirtz RA, et al. (1993) Blood-
feeding patterns of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) collected in a rural Thai
village. J Med Entomol 30: 922–927.
2. Scott TW, Amerasinghe PH, Morrison AC, Lorenz LH, Clark GG, et al. (2000)
Longitudinal studies of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) in Thailand and Puerto
Rico: blood feeding frequency. J Med Entomol 37: 89–101.
3. Harrington LC, Edman JD, Scott TW (2001) Why do female Aedes aegypti
(Diptera: Culicidae) feed preferentially and frequently on human blood? J Med
Entomol 38: 411–422.
4. Klowden MJ, Lea AO (1979) Humoral inhibition of host-seeking in Aedes aegypti
during oocyte maturation. J Insect Physiol 25: 231–235.
5. Monath TP (1988) Yellow fever. In: Monath TP, ed. The Arboviruses:
Epidemiology and Ecology. FL: CRC, Boca Raton. pp 139–231.
6. Phillips ML (2008) Dengue reborn: widespread resurgence of a resilient vector.
Environ Health Perspect 116: A382–A388.
7. Machado-Allison CE, Craig GB (1972) Geographic variation in resistance to
desiccation in Aedes aegypti and Aedes atropalpus (Diptera: Culicidae). Ann Entomol
Soc Am 65: 542–547.
8. McClelland G (1974) A worldwide survey of variation in scale pattern of the
abdominal tergum of Aedes aegypti (L.)(Diptera: Culicidae). Trans R Entomol Soc
Lond 126: 239–259.
9. Petersen J (1977) Effects of host size and parasite burden on sex ratio in the
mosquito parasite Octomyomermis muspratti. J Nematol 9: 343–346.
10. Trpis M, Hausermann W (1975) Demonstration of differential domesticity of
Aedes aegypti (L.) (Diptera, Culicidae) in Africa by mark-release-recapture. Bull
Entomol Res 65: 199–208.
11. Gibbons RV, Vaughn DW (2002) Dengue: an escalating problem. BMJ 324:
1563–1566.
12. Casanova C, Natal D, Santos F (2009) Survival, population size, and
gonotrophic cycle duration of Nyssomyia neivai (Diptera: Psychodidae) at an
endemic area of American cutaneous leishmaniasis in southeastern Brazil. J Med
Entomol 46: 42–50.
13. Roitberg BD, Sircom J, Roitberg CA (1993) Life expectancy and reproduction.
Nature 364: 108.
14. Ponlawat A, Harrington LC (2007) Age and body size influence male sperm
capacity of the dengue vector Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med Entomol
44: 422–426.
15. Ponlawat A, Harrington LC (2009) Factors associated with male mating success
of the dengue vector mosquito, Aedes aegypti. Am J Trop Med Hyg 80: 395–400.
16. Ijumba J, Mwangi R, Beier J (1990) Malaria transmission potential of Anopheles
mosquitoes in the Mwea Tebere irrigation scheme, Kenya. Med Vet Entomol 4:
425–432.
17. DE Benedictis J, Chow-Shaffer E, Costero A, Clark GG, Edman JD, et al. (2003)
Identification of the people from whom engorged Aedes aegypti took blood meals
in Florida, Puerto Rico, using polymerase chain reaction-based DNA profiling.
Am J Trop Med Hyg 68: 437–446.
18. Mackenzie JS, Gubler DJ, Petersen LR (2004) Emerging flaviviruses: the spread
and resurgence of Japanese encephalitis, West Nile and dengue viruses. Nature
Med (Suppl.) 10: 98–109.
19. Miller BR, Monath TP, Tabachnick WJ, Ezike VI (1989) Epidemic yellow fever
caused by an incompetent mosquito vector. Trop Med Parasitol 40: 396–399.
20. Naksathit AT, Scott TW (1998) Effect of female size on fecundity and
survivorship of Aedes aegypti fed only human blood versus human blood plus
sugar. J Am Mosq Control Assoc 14: 148–152.
21. Schneider JR, Morrison AC, Astete H, Scott TW, Wilson ML (2004) Adult size
and distribution of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) associated with larval
habitats in Iquitos, Peru. J Med Entomol 41: 634–642.
22. Wongkoon S, Jaroensutasinee M, Jaroensutasinee K, Preechaporn W (2007)
Development sites of Aedes aegypti and Ae. albopictus in Nakhon Si Thammarat,
Thailand. Dengue Bulletin 31: 141–152.
23. Pamplona LGC, Alencar CH, Lima JWO, Heukelbach J (2009) Reduced
oviposition of Aedes aegypti gravid females in domestic containers with predatory
fish. Trop Med Int Health 14: 1347–1350.
24. Dieng H, Saifur RGM, Hassan AA, Salmah MRC, Boots M, et al. (2010)
Indoor-Breeding of Aedes albopictus in Northern Peninsular Malaysia and Its
Potential Epidemiological Implications. PloS One 5: e11790.
25. Ahmad F, Yahaya AS, Farooqi MA (2006) Characterization and geotechnical
properties of Penang residual soils with emphasis on landslides. Am J Environ
Sciences 2: 121–128.
26. Tanaka K, Mizusawa K, Saugstad ES (1979) A revision of the adult and larval
mosquitoes of Japan (including the Ryukyu Archipelago and the Ogasawara
Islands) and Korea (Diptera: Culicidae). Contribut Am Entomol Inst 16: 1–979.
27. Chadee DD, Martinez R (2000) Landing periodicity of Aedes aegypti with
implications for dengue transmission in Trinidad, West Indies. J Vector Ecol 25:
158–163.
28. Kawada H, Takemura SY, Arikawa K, Takagi M (2005) Comparative study on
nocturnal behavior of Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus. J Med Entomol 42:
312–318.
29. Sucharit S, Watanasak T, Samran V, Somjai V (1978) Interactions between
larvae of Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus in mixed experimental populations.
Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health 9: 93–97.
30. Foo LC, Lim TW, Han LL, Fang R (1985) Rainfall, abundance of Aedes aegypti
and dengue infection in Selangor, Malaysia. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public
Health 16: 560–568.
31. Scott TW, Clark CG, Lorenz LH, Amersinghe P, Reiter P, et al. (1993)
Detection of multiple blood feeding in Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) during a
single gonotrophic cycle using a histologic technique. J Med Entomol 30: 94–99.
32. Cheong WH (1986) The vectors of dengue and dengue haemorrhagic fevers in
Malaysia. Inst Med Res Malays Bull 23: 155–167.
33. Lee DJ, Hicks MM, Debenhamm LM, Griffiths M, Marks EN, et al. (1989) The
Culicidae of the Australasian Region Canberra: Australian Government
Publishing Service.
34. Lee HL, Hishamudin M (1990) Nationwide Aedes larval survey in urban towns of
Peninsular Malaysia (1988–1989). Trop Biomed 7: 185–188.
35. Dye C (1992) The analysis of parasite transmission by bloodsucking insects.
Annu Rev Entomol 37: 1–19.
36. Platt KB, Linthicum KJ, Myint KSA, Innis BL, Lerdthusnee K, et al. (1997)
Impact of dengue virus infection on feeding behavior of Aedes aegypti. Am J Trop
Med Hyg 57: 119–125.
37. Haddow AJ, Gillett JD (1957) Observations on the oviposition-cycle of Ae ¨des
(Stegomyia) aegypti (Linnaeus). Annals of Trop Med Parasitol 51: 159–169.
38. Gillett JD, Corbet PS, Haddow AJ (1961) Observations on the oviposition-cycle
of Aedes (Stegomyia) aegypti (Linnaeus). VI. Annals of Trop Med Parasitol 55:
427–431.
39. Pant CP, Yasuno M (1973) Field studies on the gonotrophic cycle of Aedes aegypti
in Bangkok, Thailand. J Med Entomol 10: 219–223.
40. Chadee D, Corbet P (1991) The gonotrophic status of female Aedes aegypti (L.)
overnight at the oviposition site (Diptera: Culicidae). Annals of Trop Med
Parasitol 85: 461–466.
41. Dye C (1982) Intraspecific competition amongst larval Aedes aegypti:f o o d
exploitation or chemical interference? Ecol Entomol 7: 39–46.
42. Briegel H (1990) Fecundity, metabolism, and body size in Anopheles (Diptera:
Culicidae), vectors of malaria. J Med Entomol 27: 839–850.
43. Gimnig JE, Ombok M, Otieno S, Kaufman MG, Vulule JM, et al. (2002)
Density-dependent development of Anopheles gambiae (Diptera: Culicidae) larvae
in artificial habitats. J Med Entomol 39: 162–172.
44. Nur Aida H, Dieng H, Ahmad AH, Satho T, Nurita A, et al. (2011) The biology
and demographic parameters of Aedes albopictus in northern peninsular Malaysia.
Asian Pacific Journal of Trop Biomed. pp 472–477.
45. Nasci R (1986) The size of emerging and host seeking Aedes aegypti and the
relation of size to blood-feeding success in the field. J Am Mosq Control Assoc 2:
61–62.
46. Nasci RS (1990) Relationship of wing length to adult dry weight in several
mosquito species (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med Entomol 27: 716–719.
47. Ishak H, Miyagi I, Toma T, Kamimura K (1997) Breeding habitats of Aedes
aegypti (L) and Aedes. albopictus (Skuse) in villages of Barru, South Sulawesi,
Indonesia. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health 28: 844–850.
48. Cruz EI, Salazar FV, Aure WE, Torres EP (2008) Aedes survey of selected public
hospitals admitting dengue patients in Metro Manila, Philippines. Dengue
Bulletin 32: 171–177.
49. Shriram AN, Sugunan AP, Manimunda SP, Vijayachari P (2009) Community-
centred approach for the control of Aedes spp. in a peri-urban zone in the
Andaman and Nicobar Islands using temephos. Natl Med J India 22: 116–120.
50. Hawley WA (1988) The biology of Aedes albopictus. J Am Mosq Control Assoc
(Suppl.) 1: 1–40.
51. Galliard H, Golvan Y (1957) Influences de certains facteurs nutritionels et
hormonaux a ` des temperatures variables, sur la croissance des larves d’Aedes (S.)
aegypti, Aedes (S.) albopictus et Anopheles (M.) stephensi. Ann Parasitol Hum Comp 32:
563–579.
52. Udaka M (1959) Some ecological notes on Aedes albopictus in Shikoku, Japan.
Kontyo 27: 202–208.
53. Chan KL (1971) ‘Life table studies of Aedes albopictus (Skuse)’, IAEA–138/19,
pp. 131–144. In: Sterility Principles for Insect control or Eradication, IAEA,
Vienna, STI/PUB/265, 542 pp.
54. Rueda LM, Patel KJ, Axtell RC, Stinner RE (1990) Temperature-dependent
development and survival rates of Culex quinquefasciatus and Aedes aegypti (Diptera:
Culicidae). J Med Entomol 27: 892–898.
55. Tun Lin W, Burkot TR, Kay BH (2000) Effects of temperature and larval diet
on development rates and survival of the dengue vector Aedes aegypti in north
Queensland, Australia. Med Vet Entomol 14: 31–37.
56. Carrieri M, Bacchi M, Bellini R, Maini S (2003) On the competition occurring
between Aedes albopictus and Culex pipiens (Diptera: Culicidae) in Italy. Environ
Entomol 32: 1313–1321.
57. Kearney M, Porter WP, Williams C, Ritchie S, Hoffmann AA (2009) Integrating
biophysical models and evolutionary theory to predict climatic impacts on
species’ ranges: the dengue mosquito Aedes aegypti in Australia. Funct Ecol 23:
528–538.
58. Be ´dhomme S, Agnew P, Sidobre C, Michalakis Y (2005) Pollution by
conspecifics as a component of intraspecific competition among Aedes aegypti
larvae. Ecol Entomol 30: 1–7.
59. Ong WS The geology and engineering geology of Penang Island: Geological
Survey of Malaysia, Malaysia. 74 p.
Aedes Breeding in Penang
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 9 February 2012 | Volume 7 | Issue 2 | e3091960. Wai NM, Camerlengo A, Ahmad Khairi AW (2005) A study of global warming
in Malaysia. Jurnal Teknologi 42: 1–10.
61. Briegel H, Knusel I, Timmermann SE (2001) Aedes aegypti: size, reserves, survival,
and flight potential. J Vector Ecol 26: 21–31.
62. Watts DM, Phillips I, Callahan JD, Griebenow W, Hyams KC, et al. (1997)
Oropouche virus transmission in the Amazon River basin of Peru. Am J Trop
Med Hyg 56: 148–152.
63. Tsuzuki A, Huynh T, Tsunoda T, Luu L, Kawada H, et al. (2009) Effect of
existing practices on reducing Aedes aegypti pre-adults in key breeding containers
in Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. Am J Trop Med Hyg 80: 752–757.
64. Xue RD, Edman JD, Scott TW (1995) Age and body size effects on blood meal
size and multiple blood feeding by Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med
Entomol 32: 471–474.
65. Klowden MJ, Lea AO (1978) Blood meal size as a factor affecting continued
host-seeking by Aedes aegypti (L.). Am J Trop Med Hyg 27: 827–831.
66. Sheppard PM, Macdonald WW, Tonn RJ, Grab B (1969) The dynamics of an
adult population of Aedes aegypti in relation to dengue haemorrhagic fever in
Bangkok. J Anim Ecol 38: 661–702.
67. Trpis M, Hausermann W (1986) Dispersal and other population parameters of
Aedes aegypti in an African village and their possible significance in epidemiology
of vector-borne diseases. Am J Trop Med Hyg 35: 1263–1279.
68. Van Benthem BHB, Vanwambeke SO, Khantikul N, Burghoorn-Maas C,
Panart K, et al. (2005) Spatial patterns of and risk factors for seropositivity for
dengue infection. Am J Trop Med Hyg 72: 201–208.
69. Harrington LC, Scott TW, Lerdthusnee K, Coleman RC, Costero A, et al.
(2005) Dispersal of the dengue vector Aedes aegypti within and between rural
communities. Am J Trop Med Hyg 72: 209–220.
70. Russell RC, Webb CE, Williams CR, Ritchie SA (2005) Mark-release-recapture
study to measure dispersal of the mosquito Aedes aegypti in Cairns, Queensland,
Australia. Med Vet Entomol 19: 451–457.
71. O’Meara GF, Evans LF, Gettman AD, Cuda JP (1995) Spread of Aedes albopictus
and decline of Ae. aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) in Florida. J Med Entomol 32:
554–562.
72. Norhaslina H (2003) Accommodating the street hawkers into modern urban
management in Kuala Lumpur. Proceedings International Planning Congress,
Cairo, Egypt 39: 1–10.
73. Winarno FG, Allain A (1991) Street foods in developing countries: lessons from
Asia. Food, Nutrition and Agriculture (FAO) 1: 11–18.
74. Vanwambeke S, van Benthem B, Khantikul N, Burghoorn-Maas C, Panart K, et
al. (2006) Multi-level analyses of spatial and temporal determinants for dengue
infection. Int J Health Geogr 5: 5. doi: 10.1186/1476-072X-5-5.
75. World Health Organization (2009) Dengue and dengue haemorrhagic fever.
Available: http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs117/en/ Accessed
2011 November 25.
Aedes Breeding in Penang
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 10 February 2012 | Volume 7 | Issue 2 | e30919